Remarks 



Reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-14 have been rejected by the Examiner. Claims 1 , 2, 4-8, and 10- 
12 have been amended, claims 3, 9, 13, and 14 have been canceled, and claims 15- 
24 have been added. No new matter has been added through the amendments or 
new claims. Thus, claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10-12, and 15-24 are now pending in the 
application. 

Applicants thank the Examiner for finding claims 9 and 10 to be allowable but 
for their dependence on the rejected base claim. 

Claim Obiections 

In "Claim Objections" on page 2, the Examiner objected to informalities in 
claims 5 and 6. In response. Applicant has amended claims 5 and 6, correcting the 
deficiencies. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. S 102 

In "Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102" on page 3 of the above-identified Office 
Action, claims 1-3, 5-8, 11, 13, and 14 have been rejected as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,952,799 to Edwards etal. (hereinafter "Edwards") under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e). 

Claims 3, 13, and 14 are cancelled, obviating their rejections. 

In response. Applicant has amended claim 1 to include the recitations of claim 
9, which was found to be allowable but for its dependence on claim 1 . More 
specifically, the Examiner stated in "Allowable Subject Matter", on page 1 1 , that "the 
prior art did not disclose selecting a form field in the depicting [sic] webpage and 
hiding the links and corresponding characters ." This allowable subject matter, which 
was recited in claim 9, is now recited in claim 1 as follows "receiving, by the 
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computing device, input from tine user; and if the input is a selection by the user of 
the form field, hiding the display of the distinct character". 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that amended claim 1 is now 
patentable over Edwards because of its recitation of Examiner-determined allowable 
subject matter. Claims 2, 5-8, and 1 1 all depend from claim 1 , incorporating its 
recitations. Thus, for at least the same reasons, claims 2, 5-8, and 1 1 are 
patentable over Edwards. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. ^103 

1 . In "Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102" on page 7 of the above-identified Office 
Action, claims 4, 13, and 14 have been rejected as being unpatentable over 
Edwards under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Claims 13 and 14 have been cancelled, obviating their rejections. 

As noted above, claim 1 has been amended to recite the allowable subject 
matter of claim 9, and is thus now patentable over Edwards. Claim 4 depends from 
claim 1 , incorporating its recitations. Thus, for at least the same reasons that claim 
1 is patentable over Edwards, claim 4 is now also patentable. 

2. In "Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 02" on page 9 of the above-identified Office 
Action, claims 12-14 have been rejected as being unpatentable over Edwards in 
view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0107888 to Chiu etal. (hereinafter "Chiu") 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Claims 13 and 14 have been cancelled, obviating their rejections. 

As noted above, claim 1 has been amended to recite the allowable subject 
matter of claim 9. In "Allowable Subject Matter", the Examiner states that the 
recitations of claim 9 are allowable over the prior art, which includes both Edwards 
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and Chiu. Thus, claim 1 is now patentable over both Edwards and Chiu. Claim 12 
depends from claim 1 , incorporating its recitations. Thus, for at least the same 
reasons that claim 1 is patentable over Edwards and Chiu, claim 12 is now also 

patentable. 

Patentability of the New Claims 

Claim 16 recites, in part, logic to "determine whether the links will be visible to 
a user of the mobile device when the document is first displayed to the user." 

Edwards and Chiu each no such determination of visibility. Edwards teaches 
that, prior to displaying a document, the document may be examined and an 
identifier may be assigned to each link in the document. Because the identifiers 
taught by Edwards and shown in Figure 2 are three-digit numerical identifiers, 
Edwards can accommodate a large number of links. In the invention as claimed in 
claim 16, however, each distinct character (i.e., identifier) corresponds to a key or 
button - not to multiple keys/buttons as in Edward's three-digit identifiers. Thus, in 
the invention of claim 16, it is necessary to determine which links on a page are 
visible so that the scarce number of distinct characters (which inherently can be no 
more than the number of keys or buttons on the mobile device) can be allocated to 
the visible links. Since a much larger number of identifiers are available in Edwards, 
no such visibility determination would be suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Claim 21 also recites the determination of link visibility, and further recites 
instructions configured to "receive a reassociation request via an activation by the 
user of a dynamic link key of the mobile device, and reassociate, in response to 
receiving the reassociation request, at least some of the distinct characters with a 
second portion of the visible links, the second portion including different visible links 
than the first portion." 

Edwards and Chiu teach no such dynamic link key which, when activated, 
causes a reassociation request, nor do they teach reassociating distinct characters 
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(identifiers) from one portion of visible linl^s to another. In fact, Edwards only 
teaches reassociation of identifiers with regard to two events. The first event is a 
transition to a different document, hence the reassociation is to an entirely different 
set of links rather than a different portion of the same visible links. The second 
event is scrolling, in which colors associated with links are reassociated with other 
links further up or down the page. Neither of these events allows a user to 
reassociate identifiers between two sets of visible links on the same visible portion of 
a document. The invention of claim 21 , in contrast, contemplates that more visible 
links may be displayed than the number of available identifiers. Thus, claim 21 
provides a mechanism, in the form of the dynamic link key and reassociation 
request, for toggling the identifiers between two sets of visible links, thereby allowing 
all links to be associated with distinct characters/identifiers. As mentioned above, 
when numeric identifiers are used, no such toggling is necessary because more than 
enough three digit identifiers are likely to be available for the links. And with regard 
to the color identifiers, Edwards provides the alternative mechanism of scrolling for 
link reassociation. Thus, one of skill in the art would have no motivation to modify 
Edwards and Chiu to include a dynamic link button or reassociation request. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 16 and 21 are 
patentable over Edwards and Chiu. Further, new claims 17-20 and 22-24 depend 
from claims 16 and 21 , incorporating their limitations respectively. Thus, for at least 
the same reasons, claims 17-20 and 22-24 are patentable over Edwards and Chiu. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration and allowance of the pending claims 
is solicited. As a result of the amendments made herein. Applicant submits that 
that the pending claims are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, a Notice of 
Allowance is respectfully requested. If the Examiner has any questions concerning 
the present paper, the Examiner is kindly requested to contact the undersigned at 
(206) 407-1 51 3. If any fees are due in connection with filing this paper, the 
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Commissioner is authorized to charge the Deposit Account of Schwabe, Williamson 
and Wyatt, P.C., No. 50-0393. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt, P.C. 



Date: February 28. 2008 by: /Robert C. Peck/ 
Robert C. Peck 
Reg. No.: 56,826 

Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt, P.C. 
Pacwest Center, Suites 1600-1900 
1211 SW Fifth Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204 
Telephone: 503-222-9981 
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